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The  Revolt  of  Protectionists  in 

the  United  States  Against 

Their  Tariff 


I  have  been  asked  by  the  Cobden  Club  to  describe  the 
revolt  in  our  country  against  the  recent  Aldrich  Tariff. 
The  significance  of  that  revolt  cannot  be  estimated  cor- 
rectly without  a  preliminary  review  of  the  causes  of  popular 
discontent,  of  the  evil  methods  employed  in  the  framing 
of  the  Aldrich  Bill,  and  of  the  nature  of  the  changes  made. 
The  present  generation  in  Great  Britain  may  have  for- 
gotten the  extremities  of  the  situation  which  forced  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws;  but  the  facts  which  I  shall 
adduce  will  give  them  a  striking  example  of  the  truth  that 
a  high  protective  tariff  is  much  easier  to  get  than  to  get 
rid  of. 

CAUSES    OF    DISCONTENT   AND    PROMISED    REMEDY 

The  tariff  advocate  in  our  country,  deceived  by  the 
delusion  that  the  gigantic  prosperity  of  the  few  is  really 
the  prosperity  of  the  many,  ascribes  all  wealth  to  high 
protection.  However,  we  have  an  empire  of  fifty  separate 
States  and  Territories,  thirtv  times  the  area  of  Great 
Britain,  sparsely  populated  as  compared  with  your  dense 
population,  of  all  varieties  of  soil  and  climate,  and  without 
a  custom  house  between  any  of  the  States.  Within  this 
Free  Trade  area  more  corn,  wheat,  tobacco,  cotton,  coal, 
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petroleum,  lead,  pig  iron,  steel,  and  copper  are  produced 
than  in  any  other  country  in  the  world.  Despite  these 
great  natural  advantages  over  you  toward  procuring  cheap 
necessaries  of  life,  the  cost  of  living,  according  to  Brad- 
street's  Index,  increased,  between  July  i,  1896,  and 
January  1,  1909,  about  50  per  cent.,  or  nearly  four  times 
as  rapidly  as  in  Great  Britain.  What  is  the  cause  of  this 
difference  in  the  comparative  increase  of  prices  ? 

Commencing  with  our  Civil  War,  more  than  one-half 
of  all  the  national  land  grants  have  been  made  to  railroad 
companies,  and  from  these  companies  a  considerable  pro- 
portion of  the  land  has  passed  into  the  hands  of  a  few 
thousand  powerful  men  and  great  corporations.  Thus 
ownership  of  natural  resources  and  the  raw  material  of 
manufactures  has  been  gained  by  those  already  in  control 
of  means  of  transportation.  These  monopolists,  by  being 
sheltered  behind  a  tariff  wall  from  foreign  competition, 
have  thus  been  able  to  crush  out  home  competition  and 
to  fix  their  prices  at  the  highest  mark  the  home  market 
would  endure.  One  step  farther  has  the  influence  of  the 
tariff  gone.  The  great  gains  thus  made  possible  have  so 
appealed  to  the  cupidity  of  the  monopolists,  that  they 
have  not  hesitated  to  hack  down  our  forests,  thus  destroy- 
ing our  water  supply,  nor  to  denude  our  soil,  nor  to 
exhaust  our  mineral  deposits,  and  thereby  to  rob  not  only 
us,  but  our  children's  children. 

These  combinations  which  have  thus  seized  upon  the 
natural  resources  of  the  country  are  the  only  ones  in  the 
United  States  which  have  secured  in  recent  years  any  great 
material  benefits  from  protective  tariffs.  They  have 
formed,  and  are  now  forming,  hundreds  of  subsidiary 
finishing  companies  to  use  their  raw  materials.  Thus 
manufacturing  their  own  raw  material,  they  can  easily 
crush  out  the  small  manufacturers  dependent  upon  them 
for  the  raw  material  of  their  finished  products.     Was  ever 


a  system  better  devised  than  this  to  reduce  small  manu- 
facturers to  industrial  slavery  ? 

The  financial  crisis  of  October,  1907,  gave  our  people  a 
period  of  disillusionment  conducive  to  candid  examination. 
Such  examination  showed  that  the  employes  of  the 
Pressed  Steel  Car  Company,  the  tin  plate  mills,  and  the 
Bethlehem  Steel  Company  were  receiving  hardly  a  living 
wage.  The  cotton  operatives — men,  women,  and  children 
— received  an  average  weekly  wage  of  only  $6.47.  Thirty 
per  cent,  of  the  working  men  in  the  State  of  New  York 
were  out  of  employment  in  May,  1908;  and  the  Pittsburg 
Survey  showed  conditions  in  the  Pittsburg  district — the 
pride  of  the  Protective  system — that  were  sickening. 

Cries  went  up  to  the  Republican  Party  for  relief. 
Labour  said:  "You  protect  property,  and  we  starve  be- 
cause of  high  prices.  Give  us  cheaper  food  and  a  law 
checking  immigration." 

The  small  manufacturers  said  :  "We  are  not  dealt  with 
fairly  by  those  who  control  our  raw  materials.  They  not 
only  establish  finishing  companies  themselves,  but  they 
sell  raw  material  to  our  foreign  competitors  at  lower  rates 
than  to  us.  Give  us  free  raw  materials,  and  we  will  capture 
the  markets  of  the  world."  Even  the  heads  of  families 
came  forward  saying:  "Why  does  President  Roosevelt 
arraign  us  for  Race  Suicide  when  with  the  increased  price 
of  living  we  can  scarcely  support  one  child  ?  " 

Under  these  conditions  the  Republican  National  Con- 
vention, which  met  at  Chicago  in  1908,  put  forth  the 
following  statement : 

"The  Republican  Party  declares  unequivocally  for 
the  revision  of  the  tariff  by  a  special  session  of  Con- 
gress immediately  following  the  inauguration  of  the 
next  President.  ...  In  all  tariff  legislation  the 
true  principle  of  Protection  is  best  maintained  by  the 


imposition  of  such  duties  as  are  equal  to  the  difference 
between  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad, 
together  with  a  reasonable  profit  for  American  in- 
dustries." 

The  revision  which  the  consumer  demanded  and  sup- 
posed he  was  to  receive  was  a  downward  revision.  Mr. 
Taft  in  his  campaign  speeches  encouraged  this  popular 
belief,  and  was  elected  upon  his  promises ;  but  his  party,  as 
we  shall  see,  failed  to  redeem  those  pledges. 

HOW    THEY    MADE    THE   TARIFF 

One  of  the  blessings  of  Free  Trade  is  that  it  saves  a 
nation  from  the  corruption  which  accompanies  the  passage 
of  a  protective  tariff.  The  strongest  factors  in  American 
politics  are  the  secret  all-powerful  forces  that  manipulate 
both  political  parties  to  accomplish  their  designs.  Mr.  La 
Follette,  of  the  United  States  Senate,  has  publicly  stated 
that  the  representatives  of  the  greatest  trusts  in  our  country 
were  present  at  each  of  the  conventions  of  the  two  political 
parties  in  1908  to  see  that  their  interests  were  cared  for. 

What  is  your  combination  of  liquor  sellers  in  Great 
Britain  in  comparison  ?  Conceive  of  two  or  three  hundred 
trusts  interested  in  tariff  legislation  owning  billions  of 
property,  employing  millions  of  men,  with  hundreds  of 
officers  and  stockholders  largely  interested  in  the  banks 
and  railways  of  the  country  and  giving  millions  of  dollars 
yearly  to  public  and  private  charities.  Conceive  of  the 
ever-growing  power,  of  the  ever-growing  consideration 
for  that  power,  and  you  can  realise  how  omnipotent  is 
an  alliance  between  such  power  and  the  Government,  how 
perilous  is  such  an  alliance  to  the  liberties  of  the  citizen. 

Making  a  tariff  plank  in  a  National  platform  is  com- 
paratively easy  work,  but  the  drafting  of  nearly  eight  hun- 
dred sections  of  a  tariff  law,  and  the  fixing  of  the  difference 
in  the  cost  of  production  between  here  and  abroad  of  about 


four  thousand  dutiable  articles,  ought  to  be  a  work  of  at 
least  ten  years.  In  Germany  they  appointed  a  commission 
of  thirty-two  men,  and  these  laboured  five  years  examining 
two  thousand  experts  before  their  Bill  was  ready  for  the 
Reichstag,  where  it  wTas  discussed  for  ten  months.  Now 
notice  the  speed  of  our  tariff  makers.  President  Taft  con- 
vened Congress  in  special  session  on  March  15,  1909,  and 
the  Tariff  Bill  was  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
April  10,  1909,  few  members  having  even  read  all  of  its 
provisions.  This  special  session  not  only  disposed  of  the 
tariff  in  twenty-five  days,  but  during  its  first  fortnight's 
existence  five  thousand  bills  on  other  subjects  were  intro- 
duced. 

However,  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  had 
given  public  hearings  on  the  tariff  from  November  10, 
1908,  to  December  24,  1908.  Nine-tenths  of  all  the  wit- 
nesses appearing  before  the  committee  either  asked  for  an 
increase  of  duties  on  their  productions,  or  that  the  duties 
should  not  be  reduced.  The  consumers  w?ere  absolutely 
unrepresented.  A  very  few  witnesses  gave  the  average 
day  wage  cost  in  their  factories  as  compared  with  their 
competitors  abroad,  but  there  w'as  no  evidence  before  the 
committee  showing  the  comparative  use  of  machinery  or 
of  patents,  the  product  of  the  day's  work,  the  comparative 
cost  of  living,  or  the  comparative  cost  per  unit, of  pro- 
duction. There  is  not  in  the  Aldrich  Act  a  single  article 
where  the  duty  has  been  determined  by  the  difference  be- 
tween the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad. 

Many  members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of 
the  House  were  pecuniarily  interested  in  one  or  another 
schedule — one  in  tobacco,  another  in  olives,  a  third  in 
lumber.  Senators  and  Representatives  acting  on  behalf  of 
private  interests  appeared  before  the  committee,  and  asked 
for  duties  on  their  clients'  products.  In  the  midst  of  this 
carnival    of    greed    and    corruption    Joseph    G.    Cannon, 
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Speaker  of  the  House,  and  likewise  general  of  the  forces  of 
special  privilege,  descended  from  the  Chair,  and,  with  all 
the  force  that  violent  language  and  the  influence  of  his 
office  could  lend,  attempted  to  block  the  passage  of  an 
amendment  removing  the  duties  on  "petroleum  and  its 
products."  He  was  unsuccessful,  but  when  the  amend- 
ment reached  the  Senate  with  the  main  Bill  it  contained 
what  we  call  a  "  Joker,"  in  a  provision  for  putting  only 
"petroleum  crude  and  refined"  on  the  free  list,  omitting 
the  words  "its  products,"  which  number  about  two 
hundred. 

Nelson  W.  Aldrich,  Chairman  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee in  the  Senate,  represents  Rhode  Island,  the  best 
example  we  now  possess  of  the  rotten  borough  system. 
He  is  a  multi-millionaire,  a  business  associate  of  the 
Guggenheims,  Thomas  F.  Ryan  and  J.  D.  Rockefeller, 
Jr.,  and  interested  in  many  tariff -protected  industries.  At 
least  twenty-five  of  Mr.  Aldrich's  fellow  Senators  are 
directly  interested  in  either  coal,  lead,  steel,  iron,  iron  ore, 
zinc,  wool,  woollens,  cottons,  linens,  lumber,  oil,  cattle, 
carbons,  paper,  glass,  or  powder.  On  his  Finance  Com- 
mittee, before  which  the  Tariff  Bill  came,  were  representa- 
tives of  manufactures  in  the  East,  and  wool,  fruit,  and 
mining  interests  in  the  far  West,  only  two  Senators  from 
the  middle  West,  and  not  a  single  Democrat  from  the 
northern  states. 

Mr.  Aldrich's  methods  were,  to  say  the  least,  peculiar. 
He  held  no  hearings,  took  no  evidence,  furnished  no  in- 
formation to  the  Senate,  suppressed  the  report  from  the 
German  Government  on  cost  of  production,  made  no  ex- 
planation of  his  action  in  increasing  rates,  and  refused  to 
confer  or  to  permit  his  Republican  associates  to  confer  with 
the  Democratic  members  of  his  committee.  When  the 
Tariff  Bill  came  up  from  the  House  on  April  10,  Mr. 
Aldrich  reported  it  with  his  amendments  to  the  Senate  on 


April  12,  before,  as  Senator  Daniel  said  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee 
had  an  opportunity  to  read  it  or  to  know  anything  about  its 
contents.  In  presenting  it  he  coolly  discussed  only  the 
single  subject  as  to  whether  it  would  provide  sufficient 
revenue  for  the  Government.  The  inference  that  he 
apparently  desired  should  be  drawn  from  his  remarks  was 
that  a  revision  downward  would  cause  a  deficit.  One 
would  have  thought  from  the  tenor  of  his  speech  that  the 
duties  were  laid  for  revenue  only,  when,  in  fact,  probably 
one-half  of  the  schedules  were  practically  prohibitive  of 
imports  and  so  of  revenue. 

Here  we  may  notice  that  Great  Britain  in  1907-8  raised 
a  large  revenue  on  a  simple  schedule  of  about  twenty 
commodities,  which  did  not  compete  with  home  products 
and  which  profited  no  producer,  while  our  tariff  covers 
about  four  thousand  dutiable  articles  which  compete  with 
those  produced  in  this  country  and  upon  which  duties  are 
levied  not  for  revenue,  but  for  the  benefit  of  our  producers 
to  the  amount  of  a  billion  and  a  half  dollars. 

As  Mr.  Aldrich  presented  schedule  after  schedule  of 
his  Bill,  the  Senators  noticed  the  increased  duties  and 
requested  explanations.  When  none  was  given,  Senator 
after  Senator  from  the  middle  West  rose,  and  in  masterly 
argument  exposed  the  iniquities  of  the  Bill.  These  Sena- 
tors are  the  ones  now  known  as  the  Insurgents  or  Pro- 
gressive Senators. 

The  House  Bill  with  847  Senate  amendments  was 
passed  by  the  Senate  on  July  8 — 45  voting  yea,  34  nay,  and 
13  not  voting.  The  House  not  concurring  with  the  amend- 
ments, and  the  Senate  insisting  upon  them,  a  conference 
was  agreed  upon.  In  the  appointments  to  this  conference 
the  usual  method  of  taking  the  first  five  members  both 
from  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  and  from  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  was  ignored.     The 
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Insurgents  allege  that  it  was  agreed  between  Mr.  Aldrich 
and  Speaker  Cannon  that  the  Aldrich  Bill  and  its  amend- 
ments should  be  substituted  for  the  Payne  Bill  of  the 
House.  Mr.  Cannon  was  given  the  selection  of  seven 
members  at  large,  and  chose  them  with  such  care  that  522 
of  the  Senate  amendments  were  adopted  and  201  more 
approved  with  slight  change.  The  conference  report  was 
presented  to  the  House  on  July  30,  and  was  adopted  on 
the  day  following  by  a  vote  of  195  to  183,  10  not  voting. 
It  was  adopted  in  the  Senate  on  August  5  by  a  vote  of  70 
to  22,  and  received  the  President's  signature  the  same  day. 

AN    UPWARD    REVISION 

The  Aldrich  Bill  re-enacts  the  duties  of  the  Dingley 
Law,  applying  to  about  70  per  cent,  of  the  total  dutiable 
imports,  and  increases  the  duties  on  about  half  of  the 
remainder.  The  increases  are  of  great  importance  to  the 
consumer ;  while  most  of  the  decreases,  like  those  on  sugar, 
iron,  and  steel,  are  of  no  value  since  they  leave  the  duty 
still  practically  prohibitive  of  imports.  The  imports, 
which  in  1907  under  the  Dingley  Law  produced 
$275,741,505  of  revenue,  under  the  rates  of  the  new  law 
would  pay  duties  to  the  amount  of  $279,929,985.  The 
reduction  in  the  average  rate  of  duty  on  dutiable  goods 
under  the  Dingley  Act  dropped  -8  of  1  per  cent,  annually 
for  the  last  ten  years  before  the  Aldrich  Act  took  effect  on 
August  5,  1909.  For  the  first  nine  months  of  the  Aldrich 
Act  the  decrease  was  only  .39  of  1  per  cent.  When  it 
became  apparent  that  there  would  be  no  relief  from  re- 
vision, the  prices  of  commodities  rose  rapidly;  and  between 
January  1,  1909,  and  January  1,  1910,  according  to  Brad- 
street's  Index,  there  was  an  increase  of  117  per  cent.  A 
downward  revision  was  promised  and  voted  for  by  the 
people,  and  then  cast  aside  without  the  slightest  com- 
punction. 


II 

The  changes  made  in  the  Dingley  rates  relating  to  wool 
and  manufactures  of  wool  affected  less  than  $12,000  worth 
out  of  a  total  importation  of  over  $62,000,000  of  dutiable 
goods.  The  duties  on  woollens  run  from  75  per  cent,  to 
200  per  cent.,  and  average  about  three  to  seven  times  the 
entire  wage  cost  in  the  manufacture  of  the  cloth.  Because 
of  the  compound  duties  imposing  specific  duties  upon  the 
yard  and  the  pound  in  addition  to  ad  valorem  duties,  the 
poor  man's  winter  flannels  pay  a  duty  of  147-67  per  cent., 
while  the  rich  man's  of  a  higher  grade  pay  a  duty  of 
8639  per  cent.  This  kind  of  injustice  runs  through  the 
entire  schedule.  Because  of  these  terrible  duties  on  the 
cheaper  grades  of  woollen  cloth  our  labouring  men  must 
forego  wool,  and  in  our  severe  winters  go  clad  in  cloth 
made  largely  of  cotton  or  shoddy.  We  are  beginning  to 
ask,  in  the  language  of  old  Matthew  Paris:  "Shall  the 
ribs  of  our  people  ever  be  warmed  again  by  the  fleeces  of 
our  sheep  ?  " 

In  the  debates  in  the  Senate  Mr.  Aldrich  declared  the 
Dingley  rates  on  wool  and  woollens  to  be  the  citadel  of 
protection.  They  are  the  citadel  of  corruption.  Several 
months  before  Congress  met  in  extra  session  to  revise  the 
tariff  the  w7ool  producers  and  woollen  manufacturers  met 
at  Chicago  and  decided  that  there  should  be  no  change 
in  the  tariff  rates  affecting  their  industry.  Do  you  doubt 
what  methods  they  employed  to  accomplish  this?  If  you 
do,  read  the  humiliating  words  of  our  President,  uttered 
at  Winona,  Minn.,  on  September  17,   1909: 

"When  it  came  to  the  question  of  reducing  the 
duty  at  this  hearing  in  this  tariff  Bill  on  wool,  Mr. 
Payne,  in  the  House,  and  Mr.  Aldrich,  in  the  Senate, 
although  both  favoured  reduction  in  the  schedule, 
found  that  in  the  Republican  party  the  interests  of 
the  wool  growers  of  the  far  West  and  the  interests  of 
the  woollen  manufacturers  in  the  East  and  in  the  other 
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States,  reflected  through  their  representatives  in  Con- 
gress, were  sufficiently  strong  to  defeat  any  attempt 
to  change  the  woollen  tariff,  and  that,   had  it  been 
attempted,  they  would  have  beaten  the  Bill." 
The  average  ad  valorem  rate  of  duty  upon  the  cotton 
schedule  under  the  Dingley  Bill  of  1897  was  44.84  per 
cent.     This  was  increased  by  the  Aldrich  Act  to  50.62 
per  cent.,   an   increase  of  5.78   per  cent.     This   increase 
affected  fifty-eight  different  rates,  the  duties  being  raised 
upon    hosiery,    mercerised    goods,    and    many    others    in 
amounts  from  25   per  cent,  to  96  per  cent.     Duties  on 
certain  kinds  of  cheap  dress  goods,  selling  from  twelve  to 
twenty-five  cents  per  yard,  were  advanced  by  the  Aldrich 
Bill  from  27  per  cent,  to  121  per  cent.    The  labour  cost  per 
operative  in  cotton  manufactories  is  the  lowest  of  any  of 
our  industries,  amounting  to  only  21  per  cent,  of  the  value 
of  the  entire  product,  while  the  ad  valorem  rate  of  duties, 
as  we  have  seen,  is  over  50  per  cent. 

According  to  computations  recently  prepared  by  Mr. 
H.  E.  Miles,  formerly  Chairman  of  the  Tariff  Commitfee 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufactures,  the  Glucose 
Company — a  Rockefeller  trust — receives  protection  on  its 
product  of  55  per  cent.  Its  entire  wage  cost  is  only  7  per 
cent.  With  no  imports  and  three  million  of  exports,  after 
paying  all  its  wage  cost  out  of  the  protection  afforded  it, 
it  can  still  drop  the  difference  of  48  per  cent,  as  clear 
tariff  gain  into  its  treasury. 

Likewise  the  Linseed  Oil  Trust,  another  Rockefeller 
combination,  is  protected  to  the  amount  of  37.5  per  cent. 
The  entire  wage  cost  of  its  product  is  only  3  per  cent. 

The  Sugar  Trust  is  protected  by  a  duty  of  71  per  cent. 

on  its  refined  product,  which  is  practically  prohibitive  of 

imports,  while  the  entire  wage  cost  of  refining  paid  by 

this  short-weight  criminal  conspirator  is  only  3  per  cent. 

These  are  only  a  few  of  the  examples  which  might  be 
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gathered  to  illustrate  the  skyscraper  duties  of  the  Aldrich 
Tariff  and  the  huge  monopolies  that  are  being  fostered  by 
it.  Are  you  going  to  create  such  insatiable  monsters  as 
these  in  Great  Britain  to  rob  your  small  manufacturers 
and  your  consumers? 

IT  IS  NOT  A  REVOLT,   IT  IS  A  REVOLUTION 

While  the  Tariff  debates  were  proceeding  in  the  Senate 
there  appeared  in  the  editorial  columns  of  the  New  York 
Sun  this  life-like  description  of  the  attitude  of  the 
American  consumer : 

"He  sits  tight,  has  a  look  of  oriental  composure, 
does  not  organise,  and  is  respected  by  statesmen  of 
both  sides  as  a  necessary  but  at  the  same  time  not 
at  all  troublesome  detail." 

After  the  passage  of  the  Bill,  Mr.  Cannon,  Speaker 
of  the  House,  resting  his  judgment  upon  the  stolid  trust 
and  unquestioning  support  of  the  Republican  machine  and 
the  inability  of  the  people  to  understand  the  iniquities  and 
intricacies  of  his  Tariff  Bill,  said:  "Everybody  is  glad 
except  the  kicker,  and  we  will  not  tinker  with  it  in  my 
judgment  for  the  next  decade." 

Senator  Cummins,  of  Iowa,  with  clearer  appreciation  of 
the  meaning  of  the  quiet  attitude  of  the  people,  said : 
"  But  there  will  come  a  time  presently  when  the  clamour  of 
the  millions  who  want  some  relief  will  sound  like  the  roar 
of  a  thousand  Niagaras  from  one  ocean  to  the  other." 

President  Taft  well  knew  that  he  had  construed  the 
words  of  his  party's  platform  as  calling  for  a  substantial 
reduction  of  the  tariff  duties,  and  should  have  frankly 
acknowledged  the  betrayal  of  his  party's  promises.  Grover 
Cleveland,  elected  President  in  1892  upon  a  Democratic 
platform  pledging  an  honest  and  effective  revision  of  the 
tariff  in  the  interest  of  consumers,  bravely  declared  that  the 
Wilson  Bill  was  an  act  of  "perfidy  and  dishonour,"  and 
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refused  to  sign  it.  But  President  Taft  under  the  same 
circumstances  signed  the  Aldrich  Bill,  and  started  on  a 
tour  of  the  country  explaining  and  defending  its  pro- 
visions. At  Winona,  Minn.,  September  17,  1909,  he 
said:  "On  the  whole,  however,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
think  the  Payne  Tariff  Bill  is  the  best  Tariff  Bill  that  the 
Republican  Party  ever  passed.  ...  I  did  not  agree, 
nor  did  the  Republican  Party,  that  we  would  reduce  prices 
by  the  introduction  of  foreign  competition.  That  is  what 
the  Free  Traders  desire.  .  .  .  But  that  is  not  what  the 
Republican  platform  promised." 

The  Republicans  of  the  middle  West  were  disillusioned 
and  angry.  His  ill-advised  words  alienated  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  his  supporters.  The  consumers  had  no  day  be- 
fore Congress,  but  they  have  been  heard  from  at  the  ballot 
box.  The  Republican  Press,  which  until  recently  has 
been  controlled  in  great  part  by  The  System,  has  severely 
criticised  the  Aldrich  Bill.  In  February,  1910,  the 
Chicago  Daily  Tribune,  a  leading  Republican  paper  of  the 
middle  West,  sent  the  following  question  to  all  the  Repub- 
lican and  Independent  newspapers  in  the  twenty-four  states 
lying  between  the  eastern  boundary  of  Ohio  and  the 
Pacific  Ocean  and  north  of  Mason  and  Dixon's  Line, 
excepting  only  those  in  Chicago  : 

"Do  you  endorse  the  Aldrich-Cannon  tariff  law  or 

the  Aldrich-Cannon  organisation  of  the  Senate  and 

the  House?  " 

This  is  the  vote  returned  : 

Republicans.  Independents.  Totals. 

For       Against  For     Against  For       Against 

812  2,686  27  577  839  3,263 

On  March  22,  1910,  Eugene  N.  Foss  was  elected  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  on  the  Democratic  ticket  in  the  Fourteenth 
Congressional  District  of  Massachusetts,  by  a  majority  of 
5,640,  to  fill  a  vacancy  caused  by  the  death  of  a  Republican 
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Congressman.  Mr.  Foss's  Protectionist  predecessor  had 
been  elected  in  November,  1908,  by  a  majority  of  14,250. 
This  district  was  the  historic  Plymouth  Colony  district, 
known  as  the  Rock  Ribbed  Republican  District  of 
Massachusetts  without  a  single  Democratic  city  or  town  in 
its  limits.  Its  people  are  engaged  almost  entirely  in  manu- 
facturing. In  order  to  prove  that  this  district  election 
turned  on  the  tariff  issue,  it  should  be  observed  that 
Governor  Draper  and  U.S.  Senator  Henry  Cabot  Lodge, 
who  had  procured  the  increase  in  cotton  duties  for  that 
district,  spoke  in  the  campaign ;  also  that  Mr.  Foss  did  not 
reside  in  the  district,  and  that,  while  running  as  a  candidate 
for  Lieutenant-Governor  of  Massachusetts  in  November, 
1909,  he  had  been  defeated  in  this  same  district  by  a 
majority  of  5,000;  moreover,  that  his  victory  was  achieved 
upon  the  following  Radical  Democratic  platform  : 

Free  raw  materials  for  our  industries. 

Untaxed  food  supplies  for  our  people. 

Lower  duties  on  the  necessaries  of  life. 

An  income  tax  that  a  large  part  of  the  burden  of 
the  cost  of  government  may  be  borne  by  those  best 
able  to  bear  it. 

Reciprocity  with  Canada  and  our  best  customers. 

Repeal  of  Section  2  of  the  Aldrich  Act,  that  forces 
tariff  war  and  retaliation. 

Direct  nominations. 

Conservation  of  our  national  resources ;  forests, 
water  powers,  mines. 

Anti-Cannonism. 
In  March,  1910,  the  Chicago  Daily  Tribune  took  a  poll 
of  the  Republican  and  Independent  newspapers  in  the 
New  England  States  and  the  States  of  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  and  Maryland.  The 
question  asked  was  :  "Do  you  endorse  the  Aldrich  Law  ? 
The  answers  were  as  follows  : 
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Republican.  Independent.  Totals. 

Yes        No    No  answer      Yes       No  Yes        No 

181        590  654  16        199  197        789 

Only  one  editor  in  the  State  of  Vermont  placed  himself 
on  record  for  the  Aldrich  Bill,  and  in  only  three  Con- 
gressional Districts  in  the  entire  territory  did  a  majority 
of  the  editors  approve  it. 

On  the  death  of  James  B.  Perkins,  who  had  been  elected 
as  a  Republican  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
in  the  Thirty-second  District  of  New  York  in  November, 
1908,  by  a  majority  of  10,167,  the  Republicans  nominated 
George  W.  Aldridge,  for  twenty  years  the  Republican 
leader  in  that  district,  to  fill  the  vacancy.  James  S. 
Havens  was  nominated  by  the  Democrats.  He  conducted 
his  campaign  on  the  issues  of  the  Aldrich  Bill  and  the 
character  of  his  opponent,  and  after  a  spirited  campaign 
of  two  weeks  was  elected  in  April,  1910,  by  a  majority  of 
5,842,  the  vote  showing  a  Protectionist  loss  of  14,048. 

On  March  19,  1910,  after  four  days  of  hard  fighting  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  the  Democrats  combined 
with  the  Republicans,  who  opposed  the  course  of  Mr. 
Cannon  on  the  Aldrich  Bill,  by  a  majority  of  45  deprived 
him  of  his  power  to  appoint  the  committees  of  the  House 
•and  designate  the  chairmen  thereof,  a  power  possessed  by 
the  Speaker  almost  from  the  beginning  of  our  Government. 

Senator  Nelson  W.  Aldrich  and  Senator  Hale,  of 
Maine,  have  been  in  continuous  service  in  the  U.S.  Senate 
since  1881.  Each  is  a  chairman  of  important  committees, 
and  they  more  than  all  the  others  in  the  Senate  secured  the 
passage  of  the  Aldrich  Act.  Since  the  revolt  began  Mr. 
Aldrich  has  declared  that  at  the  end  of  his  term  he  will  not 
seek  re-election ;  and  Mr.  Hale  has  met  with  such  an 
opposition  in  his  State  that  he  has  refused  to  stand  for 
re-election. 

For  twenty  years  John  Dalzell  has  been  returned  with- 
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out  opposition  in  his  party  from  the  Thirtieth  Con- 
gressional District  of  Pennsylvania.  He  has  long  been  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  on  Ways  and 
Means,  and  is  the  leader  of  the  protectionists  in  the  House. 
He  has  just  passed  through  a  bitter  contest  with  an  in- 
surgent Republican  for  the  nomination  in  the  primaries  of 
his  district,  in  which  over  21,000  votes  were  cast,  and  he 
gained  the  nomination  by  a  bare  300  majority.  Even  that 
result  is  contested  on  the  ground  of  fraudulent  practices  in 
the  count. 

U.S.  Senator  Beveridge,  of  Indiana,  was  a  leader  in  the 
Senate  of  the  Republican  opposition  to  the  Aldrich  Bill. 
The  Republicans  of  his  state  recently  met  in  convention, 
made  no  mention  of  the  Aldrich  Bill  in  their  resolutions, 
re-nominated  Beveridge,  and  defied  both  the  Democrats 
and  the  Standpatters  to  defeat  him. 

In  the  recent  Republican  primaries  for  members  of 
Congress  in  the  State  of  Iowa  the  Insurgent  Republicans 
secured  eight  out  of  the  eleven  Congressmen  nominated. 

The  above  are  the  facts  about  the  revolt.  You  naturally 
ask  how  deep  does  the  movement  go?  Will  it  grow? 
Unquestionably,  the  people  are  beginning  to  think  upon 
these  subjects.  How  rapidly  we  are  moving  forward  can 
be  seen  by  the  fact  that  on  August  21,  1906,  President 
Roosevelt  embodied  the  opinion  of  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  his  followers  when  he  wrote  to  Congressman  Watson,  of 
the  Republican  Congressional  Campaign  Committee,  as 
follows  : 

"The  question  of  revising  the  tariff  stands  wholly 
apart  from  the  question  of  dealing  with  the  so-called 
trusts." 

There  is  scarcely  an  intelligent  man  in  our  country 
to-day  that  does  not  believe  that  our  tariff,  by  prohibiting 
imports,  helps  the  great  producers  to  combine  into  trusts 
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and  to  strangle  domestic  competition.  But  the  great 
majority  of  our  people  do  not  consider  economic  questions 
unless  prodded  by  personal  discomfort.  Should  the  pinch 
of  increased  prices  be  removed,  they  would  vote  for  the 
Standpatter  on  the  regular  ticket.  We  shall  never  accom- 
plish lasting  advances  until  the  great  body  of  our  intelli- 
gent citizens  are  willing  to  forego  money-making  long 
enough  to  aid  in  developing  the  habit  among  our  people 
of  non-partisan  and  intelligent  discussion  of  economic 
questions.  However,  in  the  West  the  people  are  thinking, 
and,  what  is  more,  they  are  acting.  It  is  one  of  the  best 
signs  of  our  times  that  in  the  strongholds  of  the  Insurgent 
political  movement  we  find  a  new  spirit  of  community 
interest,  a  demand  for  the  exercise  of  more  direct  power  by 
the  people  over  their  representatives,  and,  best  of  all,  a 
tendency  to  judge  a  man  by  whether  he  is  right — econo- 
mically and  morally  right — on  a  public  question  rather 
than  by  whether  he  pulls  through  some  Bill  in  favour  of 
his  own  business  interest.  A  little  leaven  leaveneth  the 
whole.  It  may  happily  turn  out  that  the  Progressives  in 
both  parties  will  unite,  and  succeed  in  freeing  our  country 
from  its  present  evils. 

New  York,  July  14,  1910. 
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